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REMARKS 



Claims 5-9 were pending in the applieatidn, Glaiins 5, 6, 8 and 9 were rejeeted under 35 
tI,S.C. § V02. 

The elaims have been amended. Reconsideration of the application is respectftitly 

requested. 

Qbiections to the Specification 

The ameTidment filed June 15, 2007 has been objected to for introducing new matter into 
the disclosure. The Examiner states that the features of "the are splitter stack being interchahgeable 
with the Gooling plate" as recited in ciaini 5 and '*the are quenehing device being either an insertahle 
cooling plate pr an arc splitter ^tack but not both" recite^ in claim 9 are not supported by the 
original disclosure!. Applicants respje^ptfoUy request withdra^^ 

With respect to claim 5, the subject matter which vv^as objected to was, in fact, included in 
the original disclosure. The Specification sets forth "switching devices which are otherwise 
identical in design can optionally be equipped with arc-quenching devices in the fonn of eooling 
plates or in the form of arc; splitter plate stacks.*' See, page 2., lines 9-11 » Further^ claim I as 
original 1 y filed re cited '^op lirig plates ( i 6) and arc splitter plate stacks ( 1 8), which are 
interchangeable with said cooling plates," Thus, no new ma^^ added to clairn 5. 

With respect to claim 9, the olaim has been amended and the subject matter which was 
objected to is no longer recited in claim 9. 

Withdrawal of the phjection is respectfully requested. 

Ob jections to the Drawings 

The drawings are objected to for failing to show every feature of the invention speeifted in 

the claims. Specifically , the Examiner states that the features of "the arc splitter stack being 
interchangeable with the cooling plate'' recited in claim 5 and ''the arc quenching device being 
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either an insertable GOOling plate or an arc splitter stack but not both'' as recited in claim 9 must be 
shown in the drawings or caneelled from the claims. 

With respect to claim 5, it is respectfuHy submitted that the drawings show every feature 
of the invention specified in the claim; As set forth above, the specification states that the switGhing 
devices can optionally be equipped with arc -quenching devices in the form of cooling plates or arc 
splitter stacks. Figs. 2 and 3 of the drawings show the switching devices with arc-quenching 
devices in the form of coo ling plates, while Figs. 4 and 5 of the drawings show the switching 
devices with arc~quenehihg devices in the fomn of are splitter stacks. Thus, the drawings show the 
fibatiire of *'the arc splitter stiaek being interehangeabie with the cpoling plate/' 

With respect to claim 9, it is respectEully submitted that the claim 9 has been amended and 
no longer recites the feature obi|ected to above. 

Withdrawal of the objections to the drawings is respectfully requested, 

Qhjfectians to the Claiins 

Claim 6 was objeGted to far informalities- It is respectfully su^^^ that claim 6 has 
been amended to address the objections* Recdnsideration and withdraw^^^ of the objections to the 
claims is respectfuily requested, 

Ri^i Oi^tions Under 35 UvSvC. § 102 

Clairns S and 9 v^ereiejected; under 35 U,S,C.: § 102<i5) as being; mticipated by U.S. Patent 
No 5,589,672 to Uchida et al rUehida^'). Clairns 5, 6, 8 arid 9 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, | 
1 02(b) as being anticipated by U,S, Patent No, 63703,575 toYamamdto ("Vamamoto"). 

Uehida et al> describes a circuit breaker with an arc quenehing device in the form of a 
plurality of grids 2 mounted an insulation partition 22. See Fig. 14, ^*Prqssing partitions of the 
insulation partitiOT 22 press the end surfaces of the grids 2 and fix the grids % 

Yamamoto describes an arc extinguishing sy stent for a coritaet switching apparatiis that 
includes a plurality of arc extinguishing grid plates 7. 
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In the present .application, independerit cfeim 9 has been amended to recite "the arc 
splitter slack being interchangeable with the cooling plate." This arnendiiient is supported by, for 
exanip.te, ciaini I, as originally filed^ and paragraph 7 of the Specification, 

Claim 5 recites ''gtiide and retaining elements configured to retain the are quenching 
device, wherein the arc quenching device is, alternatively, one of an arc splitter stack and a cooling 
plate, ihe arc splitter stack being interchangeable with the Gooling plate," Similarly, claim 9 recites 
'"an arc quenching device being either an insertable cooling plate or an arc splitter stack, the arc 
s pi itter stack bei ng interehan geahje with the eooli ng plate, the housing guide ahd: retaining etem^ts 
and the covier guide aftd retaining elements being configured to retain the arc quenching device." 

Apphcants respectfally submit that both Uchida et ah and Yamamoto fail to describe an 
electrical switching device inciuding am of two types of interchangeable arc quen^ devices. 

With respect to Uchida et ah, the Examiner has deerhed the plurality of grids 2 to correspond 
to the arc splitter stack of claim 5 and the insulation partition 22 to correspond to the cooling plate. 
Applicants submit that the insulation partition is not a cooling plate. Further, the grids and partition 
are disposed cooperatively in the circuit breaker. 'The pressing projections 22f of the insulation 
parliiion 22 press the end surfaces of the grids 2 and fix the grids" (Uchidaetal.j column 9, lines 
59-61). Thus. Uchida et ah does not disclose tiiat the insulation partition and grids are 
interchangeable. 

With respect to Yamamoto, the Examiner has deemed one of the plurality of arc 
ejctinguishing grid plates 7 to correspond to the cooling plate of claim 5 with the rest of the plates 7 
corresponding to the arc splitter stack. Applicants submit that Yamamoto does not teach that one of 
the plurality of arc extinguishing grid, plates 7 is interchar?geable with the rest of the plates 7. 

Withdrawal of the respective rejections of claims 5, 6, 8 and 9 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by one or both, of Uchida et al. and Yamamoto is respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the above amendment, applieant believes the pending application is in 

condition for allowanee. 

Dated: August 29, 2007 Respectfully^ subniitted, 

By S 





Thomas P. Ganty 

Regis trati on No . • 44, 586 
DARBY & DARBY P.O. 
P.0, Box 770 
Ghurch Street Station 
New York, New York 10008-0770 
(212)527-7700 
(212)527-7701 (Fax) 
Attorneys/Agents For Applieant 
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